INTRODUCTION
The purpose of this study is to examine how variables related to a speech community's use of language influence not only which language variety is chosen for communication but how each particular variety is used in faceto-face interaction. More specifically, this study examines how the variables that comprise the construct social situation -interlocutor, setting and topic -influence whether standard English (SE) or black English (BE) is chosen as a means of communication within a black English-speaking community; and how that language variety is strategically used to elaborate topics of conversation.
Traditionally, sociolinguistic studies have shown that specific features of the social situation act selectively upon linguistic choice so that a speaker adjusts his language to the various contexts in which he employs it (Bernstein 1972a (Bernstein , 1972b Ervin-Tripp 1968; Joos 1968) . When a speaker regularly adjusts his language to different social contexts, and the same language variety systematically occurs along with the same types of social situations, the language variety indicates something about the social relationship between two speakers or about the particular social constraints of the setting and the delimiting factors of the topic of conversation. Each constraint is also affected by the social and cultural values that the speakers share. This kind of relation between language use and setting has been defined as diglossia (Ferguson 1964; Fishman 1972a) . In diglossia speech communities the choice of a language variety is made based on its appropriateness to the social situation.
Within the confines of each social situation there are additional variables that influence language use and allow speakers to make sense of the conversation. Recent studies of language acquisition among children have indicated that meanings are conveyed via particular combinations of utterances and social settings. Meanings are chosen to fit contexts and are integrated into these contexts in such a way that the two are inseparable.
The study of this type of relation between language use and context, known as pragmatics, refers to 'the act of reference, the selection of lexical items to stand for one or more referents, and the combinations of acts of reference into the core unit of semantics' (Bates 1976:20) . One particular area of pragmatics, conversational postulates, provides some of the additional variables that influence language use in any immediate speaking context. These conversational postulates include structures that 'describe assumptions about the nature of human conversation in general, especially as these assumptions are used to convey subtle messages to the listener' (Bates 1976:47) . That such structures exist seems to imply that there are strategies or patterns involved in conveying information and meaning in conversational discourse.
Thus, there exists a range of social contexts in which language occurs, each context having particular variables that influence language use. Most of the research on the influence of social context on language use has focused on the social situation (including interlocutors, place and topic) as it relates to the social and cultural values of the speakers. Recently it has been suggested that the scope of what is considered contextually relevant be broadened to include elements of each immediate speaking situation.
THE ISSUES
Sociolinguistics, the study of the relation between language and social context, has been concerned with two levels of analysis: (1) the macro level stressing the language behavior of entire speech communities; and (2) the micro level stressing the language behavior of individuals in face-to-face interaction (Fishman 1972a) . The two levels of inquiry are distinct because they differ in theoretical purpose and methodological procedure and definition of the social context (Fishman 1972a; Gumperz 1974) . However, in addition to these two discreet levels of inquiry, there are sociolinguistic studies that provide a middle ground or link between those studies that are primarily concerned with macro-structures and those focusing on microprocesses. These studies point up the interrelatedness of societal regularities and linguistic structures. Moreover, within each of these levels, the relation between language and social context has been studied from the perspective of differing disciplines including linguistics, sociology and ethnography. Fishman (1972c) stressed that the maturation of sociolinguistics depends on its usefulness not only to linguists concerned with contextualized descriptions but also to sociologists studying intersocietal and intrasocietal processes. Therefore, as a discipline it must encompass varying levels and methods of analysis to advance its point of view.
The macro level of analysis, originally the major concern of sociolinguistic inquiry, stressed the speech community as the relevant social context in which language should be examined. Studies in this vein focused on descriptions of the distribution and use of particular speech varieties. A special instance of how a speech community may distribute those speech varieties as uses for intrasocietal communication is diglossia.
Societies characterized by diglossia separate languages, dialects, registers or differentiated language varieties (Ferguson 1964) to communicate two existing classes of complementary values, attitudes and behaviors. There are L-related values of intimacy, solidarity, spontaneity and informality that are related to the home and friendship domains. The complement of L-related values are Η-related values which emphasize status differences, ritual and formality related to religion, education and government. Language varieties or codes associated with L-related values are generally learned first in an informal setting, such as the home, while varieties that are Η-related are learned later in a more formal setting such as school.
Additional group-oriented studies include those of Greenfield and Fishman (1968) in which the concept of diglossia is further advanced. Fishman (1972a) pointed out that in sociolinguistics language alternation is often signalled by a complete switch in code and can be studied on two levels, that of microsociolinguistics and that of macrosociolinguistics. The former considers the components of the social situation -role relationships, setting and topic. Role relationships are implicitly recognized and accepted sets of mutual rights and obligations between members of the same sociocultural system. They are revealed via variation in the way members of the group talk to each other. In addition, the significance of the setting and topic must appropriate to the role relationship is also shown via the language used between the group members. While these three components comprise the construct of social situation, the aggregate of the same kinds of social situations, appropriate to different societally recognized functions, comprises the construct of domain -the inquiry of language at the level of macrosociolinguistics. Domains specify those seemingly different social situations as being recognized as the same by each speech network of community. Domainappropriate role relationships, settings and topics are thus specified by the classification of those similar social situations found to have congruence between their three components. Some relevant domains for describing language use in many multilingual societies would include family, friendship, religion, education, work sphere and government.
In a sociologically oriented study that illustrated the concept of diglossia and bilingualism, Greenfield and Fishman (1968) examined language use in relation to person, place and topic among Puerto Rican bilinguals. They found that Spanish was associated with values of solidarity and intimacy and was used in such domains as family and friendship, while English was associated with the values of status differentiation and was used in such domains as religion, education and employment. However, these studies and others concerned with micro-and macro-structures do not reflect any systematic attempt to examine the constraints governing the behavior of the participants in any one encounter (Gumperz 1974) . As a result, Gumperz suggested that there is a need for a speaker-oriented theory of language, focusing on strategies governing a speaker's full range of grammatical and sociolinguistic knowledge in the production of messages in context.
At this microsociolinguistic level of inquiry several approaches to examining how language is used in face-to-face interaction have developed, including the study of speech acts, turn-taking strategies and interpretive strategies.
One strategy for examining language used in the context of face-to-face interaction combining speech act analysis, pragmatics and turn-taking rules has been developed by John Dore (1976) .
The system developed by John Dore attempts to describe conversational sequences by combining several approaches to language analysis into one. Therefore, conversational sequences are described in terms of their grammatical purpose. A speaker who produces an utterance that initiates a sequence establishes the topic of the sequence and 'gets the floor'. The utterances that follow must be relevant to the initial utterance. The analysis developed by Dore includes (1) segmenting principles that classify aspects of the conversation and (2) evaluating principles that specify the particular values of the parameters of the conversation. Utterances in a speaking turn are segmented into one of seven speech act types which includes request, responses, acknowledgements, descriptions, statements, performatives and conversational devices, These speech acts are identified on the basis of grammatical form, content and conversational contingency. Thus, for Dore's segmenting purposes a speech act is an utterance which often expresses a propositional attitude or performs an elocutionary function in a conversation. The evaluating principles consist of four factors: topic, form, function and content.
Topic, the evaluating principle most important to this study, is coded in terms of shifts which include changes, extends and resumes. Changes are shifts from one topic to another; extends are utterances remaining in the same semantic sphere but shifting to different aspects of that sphere; resumes are turns to previous topics in the conversation. Dore has observed that requests usually introduce new information and therefore initiate sequences. Although the above discussion demonstrates that the factors which influence language use and language choice are context specific, and Gumperz (1974) argued for a distinction to be made between group-oriented studies and speaker-oriented studies because of the theoretical assumptions and methodological approaches to be considered, the variables of one context cannot be isolated from affecting language used in an adjacent context.
Whenever language is used for the purpose of interaction, it is used in context. While language studies are conducted to explore differing theoretical issues and consequently involve differing methodological approaches, all interaction is produced in a context which is made up of features relevant to a group's use of language and those relevant to faceto-face interactions. Individual speakers are also members of a larger societal group. They bring with them to each face-to-face interaction their knowledge of communication which is based on this full range of contextual features. This study therefore proposes that while there may exist context-specific variables influencing language use on differing levels, these variables operate simultaneously and interactively with one another (Fine 1976) and contribute to what is produced in the face-to-face interaction.
The particular language community of interest here is the black English, standard English (BE/SE) speech network. Among the many speech communities that have been examined with respect to micro and macro levels of sociolinguistic concerns is included the BE/SE speech community. In keeping with the tradition of group-oriented studies, BE has been characterized and described structurally as a coherent linguistic system. It has provided the context of which many of the early variability studies grew. These studies of the BE speech community linking macroand micro-level concerns have described how the structural features of the language are correlated with social variables.
Moreover, within the context of the speaker-oriented tradition such face-to-face types of interaction as ritual insults, rappin' and signifyin' have been identified and described. Thus, the BE/SE speech network has provided and continues to provide an unusual context in which to examine issues relevant to group-oriented as well as speaker-oriented concerns.
The pattern of language alternation between BE and SE allows one to infer that a diglossia-like situation obtains. Not only are linguistic variants subject to social constraints -those of age, sex and socioeconomic status -but it has been observed that linguistic variants correlate with those values that are associated with either intimacy or status differentiation. Inherent in the age-graded use of BE is the idea that who one is and one's whole style of being hinges on how one verbally presents oneself to and establishes oneself among his peers (Abrahams 1972 ). There has been observed a conscious or unconscious norm of appropriateness that requires the use of BE. These situations (DeStefano 1971; Houston 1969; Labov et al. 1968; Mitchell-Kernan 1972) seemingly fall into the category of family or friendship and are associated with the values of intimacy, solidarity, spontaneity and informality. On the other hand, the norm of appropriateness in situations between the socially distant or unfamiliar interlocutors necessitates the use of SE -proper speech or good English as it is often called. These kinds of circumstances, generally felt to be formal, are associated with the value that places emphasis on status differentiation. To speak SE when the norm of appropriateness summons BE is felt to mark one as unduly proper, unfriendly, distant and phony. To speak BE when the norm of appropriateness summons SE is felt to mark the speaker as ignorant.
As stated above, the BE speech network is one of several subpopulations of a larger SE speech community that is considered monolingual. The BE segment of this speech community is differentiated by its use of linguistic variants not used by other subpopulations (for example, multiple negation, copula deletion, tense marking, inverted syntax, etc.). Because the speakers of the BE network alternate among SE, the particular linguistic variants common to BE and SE speakers (SH), and BE to indicate changes in social situations, it has been suggested that the BE speech network is diglossic.
The issue of diglossia is of interest here because the study of the BE/SE speech community within this framework further validates the concept that social variables reflect the distribution and use of language within a speech network. Moreover, the data of talk elicited to examine the distribution and use of language also allow for a more recent concern of speaker-oriented studies to be examined -conversational strategies. The BE/SE speech network is therefore examined (1) as a speech network that is parallel to diglossia speech communities and (2) for indications of how contextual variables specific to the study of macrosociolinguistics influence language used within the framework of microsociolinguistics.
More specifically, it was predicted that the choice between BE or SE would be influenced by interlocutor, setting and topic, those factors that comprise the construct of social situation. Additionally, these same factors would also influence the strategy involved in accomplishing conversations.
METHOD

Subjects
Twenty-eight freshmen students enrolled in the SEEK Program at York College of the City University of New York participated as interlocutors in this study. Students in the SEEK Program come from a population similar to the one in which Wolfram (1969) found a great deal of variation between BE and SE. These students, like many of the respondents in the Wolfram study, have low socioeconomic backgrounds. While meeting other eligibility requirements for the SEEK Program, these students must live in designated poverty areas, come from families with restricted incomes and be under thirty-years-old. Therefore, it is likely that their speech would exhibit a great deal of variation between BE and SE features.
Materials
Eight social situations derived from Fishman's construct of social situation (Fishman 1972a; Greenfield and Fishman 1968 ) provided the social context in which linguistic variation between SE and BE could be examined. The components that are representative of the intimacy value cluster included: (1) students as interlocutors', (2) 'the worst experience that I have ever experienced or witnessed' as the topic, and (3) the student lounge as the setting. This yielded a congruent social situation representative of the intimacy value. The components that were representative of the status-differentiation cluster included: (1) student and instructor as interlocutors', (2) educational aspirations as the topic; and (3) the instructor's office as the setting. This yielded a congruent social situation representative of the status-differentiation value. Therefore, the three intimacy-value components and the three status-value components respectively yielded two congruent social situations. In order to study the independent effect of each of the situational components on language variability, six additional incongruent social situations were generated by combining each status interlocutor, place and topic with each intimate interlocutor, place and topic. Of these six additional incongruent social situations, three had two congruent intimacy components and were said to be representative of the intimacy value, and three had two congruent status components and were said to be representative of the statusdifferentiation value. Thus, there were eight social situations, four representing the intimacy value and four representing the status value. Of the four status-related situations, one was congruent and three were incongruent. Of the four intimacy-related situations, one was congruent and three were incongruent.
Procedure
The participants, 28 students attending classes in City University of New York, were approached in the group setting of their respective classes and asked to volunteer one half-hour of their free time to take part in an experiment designed to test long-term and short-term memory.
Twenty-eight subjects were randomly assigned to eight social situations such that there were four subjects per social situations. (Two subjects were used in two different social situations.)
All sessions were tape recorded with a visible tape recorder for approximately 30 minutes. The students were told that the contents of the tapes would be confidential.
Scoring
To examine language use as a function of the social situation each half hour of taped conversation was transcribed. From each transcribed conversation a series of sentences totaling approximately 1000 words was selected for grammatical analysis. For those situations in which there were two student speakers, 500 words per speaker were selected. The sentences were chosen from the beginning, middle and end of each transcription. Each sentence included in the 1000 or 500 words was analyzed for the occurrence of BE, SE and shared dialect grammatical features. Appendix A defines grammatical usage with respect to BE, SE and shared dialect features. BE features were adopted from the , Dillard (1972) , Fickett (1970) , Labov et al. (1968) and Scott (1973) formulations. SE features were defined as approximate translations of BE features, and shared dialect included grammatical features that are neither characteristically BE nor SE but for which there is no substitution in either variety. Each occurrence of BE, SE or shared dialect was noted. In order to examine the possible strategies used to indicate when topics are skirted or elaborated during discourse, the sentences in the first nine minutes of each transcription were examined. Each exchange was then numbered. Within each exchange each clause was marked and received a designation based on Dore's (1976) method of conversational analysis (see Appendix B, which defines the seven categories of conversational acts).
Both the grammatical and the conversational analyses were scored twice. The results of the grammatical and conversational analyses for both scorers were compared via Kendall's Rank Correlation Coefficient, Rho p.
Design
Grammatical Analysis The eight social situations defined the independent variable. The dependent variable, language use, was defined in terms of BE and SE features (Appendix A). Language variation with respect to domain was measured by how frequently BE, SE and shared dialect features occurred in the status-differentiated situations and in the intimate social situations. The infrequent use of BE features and the frequent use of SE features in situations one to four provided a measure of BE's unrelatedness and SB's relatedness to social situations associated with the status-differentiation value. The frequent use of BE features and the infrequent use of SE features in situations five to eight provided a measure of BE's relatedness and SE's unrelatedness to situations associated with the intimacy value. In order to assess the significance of the occurrence of BE features in relation to the intimacy value and the SE features in relation to the status value, chi-square analyses were performed.
Conversational Analysis Language use within the context of discourse was examined with respect to how topics are elaborated. Topic was coded in terms of change, extend and resume. Change referred to shifts to different semantic domains. Extend referred to sequences which remained in the same semantic domain but shifted to different aspects of this domain. Resume referred to returns to previous topics in the conversation (Dore 1976) . Because requests usually introduce new information and thus initiate sequences, the number of requests provided a measure of the formal use of language. Other speech acts associated with topic elaboration and self-determined turns provided a measure of the informal use of language. The eight social situations were then compared with one another in order to discover if signficant changes in language use might occur with respect to the components of the social situation.
RESULTS
In examining the use of BE, SE and SH with respect to the social situation, the following predictions were made:
1. BE would occur more frequently within the context of the intimacy value cluster.
2. SE would occur more frequently within the context of the statusdifferentiated value cluster.
3. SH would occur more frequently within the context of the statusdifferentiated value cluster.
4. Each independent component of the social situation (setting, interlocutor and topic) would have an effect on the use of language within a given situation.
The chi-square analyses comparing (1) language use by value cluster, (2) grammatical features by value cluster, (3) language use by social situation by value cluster, (4) language use in those situations supportive of the predictions and (5) the effects of the situational components on language use by value cluster were all significant at or beyond the .05 level. These findings illustrate the following:
1. BE is associated with the intimacy value cluster (L-related values that emphasize intimacy, solidarity and spontaneity) and is used more frequently in those situations representative of the intimacy value cluster (home and friendship); while SE and SH are associated with the status value cluster (Η-related values that emphasize status differences, ritual and formality) and are used more frequently in those situations representative of the status-differentiation value cluster (religion, education and government).
2. Specific BE grammatical features, including negation, verb forms, pronoun forms and specific syntactic structures occurred more frequently in the intimacy value-related situations. Specific SE grammatical features, including negation verb forms and syntactic structures occurred more frequently in the status-related situations.
3. Within the status value cluster, topic and interlocutor are significant factors in influencing the use of SE and SH language varieties. Within the intimacy value cluster all three situational components -topic, interlocutor and place -are significant factors in eliciting the use of BE.
Thus, BE seems to be associated with the intimacy value cluster, and its use elicited by the situational components (topic, interlocutor and setting) and those social situations associated with the intimacy value cluster. SE and SH seem to be associated with the status value cluster, and its use is elicited by the situational components and those situations associated with the status value cluster.
Dolores SIraker
Language use within the context of conversation was examined with respect to Dore's (1976) analysis of how topics are changed, extended or resumed. It was predicted that topic-elaboration strategy is related to value cluster in such a way that (1) the frequency of RQ structures would be greater in the status-differentiation value cluster and its related factors, (2) the frequency of self-determined turns would be greater in the intimacy value cluster and its related factors.
The chi-square analyses comparing (1) topic-elaboration strategy with value cluster, (2) topic-elaboration strategy with situational context, (3) topic-elaboration strategy with those situations supportive of the hypotheses and (4) topic-elaboration strategy with the situational components were all significant at the .05 level.
1. RQ structures, formal questions asked in order to shift, extend or resume the topic of conversation, are associated with the status value cluster and used more frequently in those situations representative of the status value cluster. SD structures, self-determined turntaking and other types of speech acts which cause the topic of conversation to shift, extend or resume are associated with the intimacy value cluster and used more frequently in those situations representative of the intimacy value cluster.
2. Within the status mode, topic and interlocutors are significant factors in influencing the topic-elaboration strategy. Within the intimacy mode only setting is a significant factor in influencing the topic-elaboration strategy. Thus, it is indicated that those situational components influencing which language variety is used in a social situation also influence how language is used during the course of conversation. The strategy used to elaborate topics of conversation then is associated with the situational context, its components and the related value cluster. Self-determined shifts in topic are related to the intimacy value cluster, social situations related to the intimacy value cluster and the corresponding situational components. Formal questions eliciting answers are associated with the status value cluster, the social situations related to this cluster and the corresponding situational components.
DISCUSSION
This study examined how the sociolinguistic variables associated with diglossia (person, setting and topic) influenced language use in two contexts. In the context emphasizing the speech community's use of language, these variables described which language variety would be used. In the context emphasizing the individual's use of language these variables described which conversational structures would be used. The results seem to imply that language is used across a range of concentric contexts which are probably hierarchically arranged. The variables of each context can produce differing effects on language use, depending on which level of the hierarchy language use is being studied and how these variables interact with one another. Variables that are associated with one context more than with another can in no way be excluded from influencing language use in those contexts where they are not a dominating influence. Therefore, contexts are not mutually exclusive. Face-to-face interaction may be the most complex of all contexts, for it is in this context that all of the variables of the other contexts exert their influence. If a variety of factors affect how language is used, then in talk we should be able to extract meaning at several levels -cultural, social and interactional. 
